Abstract: Using a regional political ecology lens, this paper explores emerging geographies and politics of a "postnatural" ecomodernist turn in mainstream environmentalism. We examine the unfolding case of ecological restoration and renewable energy development at Southern California's Salton Sea. Ambitious proposals to restore the massive, increasingly degraded lake (and finance restoration) by reengineering it as a hub for geothermal energy generation and hightech green industry hinge upon the ambiguity and malleability of restoration in an environment long classified as postnatural. These plans coincide with a broader rush on renewable energy sites in the California desert, and mounting conflicts over water and land with legacy agroindustrial interests. The case illustrates significant problems within postnatural environmentalism. First, it demonstrates how theorizations of the postnatural can intersect with green capitalist projects of re(e)valuation and development, as the Sea's managers manipulate environmental framings to support accumulation-minded projects, and accumulation imperatives swamp other functionalities of restoration. Meanwhile, despite the flourishing of postnatural discourses, the "pristine" is shown to do continued work as the Sea becomes a sacrifice zone for development deflected from better-protected spaces. This postnatural positioning has rendered the Salton Sea vulnerable to neoliberal austerity and speculation in ways that compromise its future existence.
Introduction
Today's ongoing upheaval in environmental conservation and restoration poses complex questions for critical environmental scholars. Contemporary ecomodernist voices seek to crystallize a long-building shift: growing environmentalist interest in (or resignation to) engineering new natures on and for a "used" planet (Kareiva et al. 2012; Asafu-Adjaye et al. 2015; Ellis et al 2013) . This shift toward so-called "postnatural" environmentalism is evident across a broad landscape that includes, for example, wetland and stream restoration (Robertson 2000; Lave et al. 2010) , experiments in rewilding (Robbins and Moore 2013; Lorimer and Driessen 2016) , and biomimicry (Goldstein and Johnson 2015) . In the increasingly influential movement toward postnatural ecomodernism, technofuturist innovation becomes the key to green capitalist growth (Goldstein and Tyfield 2017; Knuth 2017; Knuth 2018) . Meanwhile, deliberate ecological design replaces purportedly doomed efforts to ring-fence or reconstruct "pristine" non-human natures -imaginaries soon to be swamped by the planetary destabilizations and ecological novelty of the Anthropocene (Collard et al. 2015; Lorimer and Driessen 2016) .
Geographers and political ecologists have struggled to respond to this rising postnatural ecomodernist paradigm. On the one hand, it echoes political ecology's longstanding critiques of preservationism's dualistic fallacies, backward-looking nostalgia, and exclusionary politics (e.g., Cronon 1996; McAfee 1999) . On the other hand, it recasts these critiques as permission to embrace overt anthropocentric utilitarianism and neoliberal accumulation (Robbins and Moore 2013; Robbins 2014; Collard et al. 2015; Mansfield and Doyle 2017; and see Latour 2011, 2015; Robbins and Moore 2015) . Critical geographers seek openings for a more liberatory, inclusive compositionism (Latour 2010) , while warning that the new environmental relativism is already enabling opportunistic market schemes and political manipulation. Increasingly, they recommend political ecology's existing toolkit of situated, critical, contextual analysis for evaluating and responding to these dilemmas as new postnatural configurations unfold in practice. As Mansfield and Doyle (2017) put it, "our new task is to investigate how nondualism works, just as we need to continue to investigate how dualism works" (p. 26).
Here, political ecology has an important task, one we take up in this paper. We argue that the emerging geographies of socio-spatial difference produced by postnatural and ecomodernist approaches to environmentalism have been underexplored. Abstract imaginaries such as a planetary "rambunctious garden" (Marris 2013) or terra nullius obscure a world of entrenched difference and unevenness -one only fitfully illuminated by references to familiar second natures (Smith 2010) , "monsters" (Latour 2011) , or sites of "experimental conservation theatre" (Robbins and Moore 2013) . Political ecologists must more comprehensively and empirically explore what kinds of spaces are now being turned over to ecomodernist projects and postnatural design -and how, why, and with what impacts for whom. Conversely, we must examine sites where the new postnaturalism is being resisted, and assemblages and legal-regulatory apparatuses that are defending established ideological and material terrain (e.g., Collard et al. 2015) . Finally, we must examine how these spaces interact and collide within broader landscapes, and what spatial hierarchies and "sacrifice zones" (Hecht 2005; Klein 2014 ) these relations generate.
In this paper, we turn a regional political ecological lens onto these questions, expanding upon an approach pioneered by Mansfield et al. (2015) (and see Walker 2003) . We consider an environment framed as an eccentric and increasingly a monstrous (Latour 2011) human creation throughout its modern history: Southern California's Salton Sea. Produced in an early 20 th century irrigation engineering accident, for a hundred years this 350-square mile lake (California's largest) has been excluded from statutory environmental protections (Rudy 2005; Cantor 2016 ). Agricultural pollution, hypersalinization, and embattled water transfers have made the Sea increasingly noxious and hazardous to the human and more-than-human ecologies in and around it. In response, the Salton Sea's managers have advanced a series of design and engineering proposals under the banner of ecological restoration, an often-ambiguous and inconveniently costly undertaking. Increasingly, they have turned to a raft of private partners and market schemes to populate and finance these visions, seeking a version of Salton Sea restoration with the power to pay for itself. The Salton Sea's case offers a useful window into the broader turn towards the postnatural in the context of the emerging green economy.
First, the case highlights how postnatural utilitarianism can assume multiple valences within a single project and place. The Sea's proposed restoration incorporates not only ecological functionality, biodiversity conservation, and a range of anthropocentric uses, but also explicit programs for capitalist accumulation. The various "versions" of restoration (Mansfield et al. 2015 ) articulated all fall within a context of neoliberal austerity and multi-scalar political conflict (see also Robertson 2000; Lave et al. 2010) . We explore one proposed engine of restoration-asaccumulation, a plan to develop the Sea's geothermal energy resources for industrial production and recirculate profits to finance adjacent habitat construction. This speculative green capitalist project at the Salton Sea can be placed within a broader context of attempts to extract value through repairing and repurposing capitalism's own degraded "wastelands" (Gidwani and Reddy 2011; Fairhead et al. 2012; Dillon 2014; Goldstein 2014) . We demonstrate the ways in which the plan echoes familiar processes of capitalist resource discovery and neoliberal speculation, introducing new calculations of speculative risk into an already vulnerable socio-ecosystem. Second, we consider the ecomodernist re(e)valuation of the Salton Sea within a regional political ecological context of contestation over land and water resources. The Sea's fate-and along with it, the health of the birds, fish, and humans who depend upon the water and air-is bound up in long-running water and land struggles in the rural US West, including an early 21 st century boom in utility-scale solar and wind energy production and a rush on potential development sites (Brannstrom et al. 2011; Pasqualetti 2011; Mulvaney 2013 and see Bridge et al. 2013; Huber and McCarthy 2017) . Renewable energy interests are further complicating Western land politics as they contend for space with legacy agriculture and resource industries, urban developers, and preservationists (McCarthy 2002; Walker 2003) . Increasingly, managers promote the already-"disturbed" Sea as a uniquely convenient tabula rasa for low-conflict renewables siting, particularly as preservationists successfully contest unrestrained renewable energy development on "pristine" public lands. We argue that this move to shift production away from protected areas towards anthropogenic landscapes creates a sacrifice zone in Hecht's (2005) sense of "deflected development" (Brannstrom 2009; Oliveira and Hecht 2016) . Moreover, the area around the Salton Sea is doubly a sacrifice zone: increasingly sacrificed in Bullard's (1990) environmental injustice sense as well (and see Klein 2014; Voyles 2017) : those who face the worst consequences of the Sea's decline include largely low-income agricultural workers whose health is jeopardized by its mounting air quality impacts (Cohen 2014) . The Salton Sea, as an anthropogenic landscape, is currently being rendered an "other" that is subordinate to pristine lands. This analysis demonstrates in concrete ways that, despite mainstream implications, we are far from attaining a universal shift to a global postnatural state with evenly distributed benefitsand harms.
Our examination draws on fieldwork which took place in 2012-2015 and included over thirty indepth semi-structured interviews with policymakers, water agency officials, local and state government representatives, environmental advocates, water law experts, and others involved in the Salton Sea and/or state-level water policy. Further research has included analysis of technical reports and planning documents, regional news sources, legal briefs, and other textual sources on water, energy, and land development in the Salton Sea region.
California water battles and the re(e)valuation of a postnatural space
Understanding the Salton Sea and its position in California politics requires taking on its peculiar history as an anthropogenic landscape. The Sea's regulatory treatment as a postnatural space, an ecology outside the bright line distinctions and protections of California environmental law, stems from its status as an "accidental" and "unnatural" feature (Cantor 2016) . In this section, we describe the history and recent events shaping this unnatural landscape, setting the stage for our discussion of postnatural restoration and related regional political-ecological struggles.
Over the course of history, what is now the Salton Sea has alternately been a freshwater lake, saline sea, or dry desert playa depending on the historically fluctuating course of the Colorado River. Its modern form, and key parts of its present-day cultural and legal identity, were fixed just over a century ago (DeBuys 2001). In 1905, irrigation engineers inadvertently diverted the entire flow of the Colorado to the Sink for several years. The massive lake that resulted, today's Salton Sea, has remained a water body due to ongoing agro-capitalist production and its wastes:
the Sea is officially designated as a sump, a dump for agricultural runoff water and pollutants from surrounding industrial-scale agriculture in the Imperial and Coachella Valleys.
The Salton Sea's monstrosity (Latour 2011) , in the form of mounting pollution, noxiousness, and an increasingly surreal aesthetic, has also shaped its cultural and political life. In the 1950s, opportunistic developers framed the Sea as a mecca for sport fishing and recreation. Shoreline real estate speculation joined the desert California boom that made Palm Springs to the Sea's north a year-round resort, as developers platted over 10,000 residential lots in major settlements like Imperial County's Salton City. However, Salton City was largely abandoned in the 1970s, and the Sea's other boomtowns proved similarly short-lived. Without a natural outlet, evaporation concentrated an ongoing inflow of agricultural pollutants to produce algal blooms, eutrophication, and a powerful rotten-egg stink (Cohen et al. 1999) . Meanwhile, large-scale dieoffs progressively culled freshwater fish species that had been introduced at midcentury.
Onshore, the Sea's urban settlements have lapsed into a decaying landscape of post-apocalyptic vistas, drawing photographers who document beaches made of fish and bird bones alongside collapsed buildings and roads, street signs, and telephone poles laid out for housing never built.
Wastewater politics and postnatural value
Over the last few decades, the Sea has become a frontline of California water battles in the Anthropocene. The Sea's degradation is now rapidly accelerating due to recent water transfers which ultimately threaten to revert it to dry playa, with devastating impacts on wildlife habitat as well as air quality consequences for those who live in the region (Cohen 2014 As the QSA's significant reductions to the agricultural runoff feeding the Salton Sea take full effect this year, 5 the state's power to determine what constitutes "wasted" water usage has very real material consequences (Cantor 2017) . With cuts to its inflow, the Salton Sea's salinity will rapidly increase, threatening remaining fish and the bird species dependent upon them.
Moreover, as the Sea evaporates more quickly than it is replenished, projections suggest it will shrink dramatically and (re)expose thousands of acres of playa to blowing wind. Fine dust from exposed lakebed, some laced with historical pollutants, threatens to create a serious air quality hazard, a fresh locus of environmental injustice in an already unequal region. If unmitigated, Salton Sea dust storms might cause as much as $37 billion in damage in the form of increased asthma and other health impacts over the next 30 years (Cohen 2014) .
Today, these political struggles, environmental degradation, and human health risks are fueling efforts to reimagine the Salton Sea as an anthropogenic but nonetheless functional ecosystem worthy of protection. Environmentalist advocates have argued that despite its "artificial" status, the Sea's habitat has become increasingly necessary to millions of migrating birds on the Pacific Flyway, ones left with few other options in a region that has developed over many of its "natural" wetlands (Wilson 2010) . In an interview, an ecologist explains this habitat importance, echoing concepts of the postnatural (although without using the more academic terminology directly):
The Salton Sea was an accident in the historical time. It's well understood that over geologic time the river has wandered around, and the Salton Sea had water in it, and then it didn't have water in it. Now it has water in it. It was a human caused accident rather than a change of the natural flowing of the river, but there it is. The issue for it really is when it comes to the habitat… The habitat issue is very real, regardless of whether it's an artificial lake or whether it's a natural lake.
Critically, this framing of ecological value in an anthropogenic landscape, which is at the core of what we refer to here as postnatural, has gained significant formal support from the state. As we discuss in the next section, state restoration mandates addressing concerns of habitat and air quality have sparked a raft of explicitly capitalist designs upon the restoration project.
Ambiguities and vulnerabilities of "restoration" at the Salton Sea
In negotiations over the QSA, the State of California passed the Salton Sea Restoration Act of 2003, Senate Bill (SB) 277. In this Act, the California state government promised to come up with a durable plan to restore the Sea-and, crucially, to fund that restoration. However, fifteen years after the QSA and Salton Sea restoration were agreed upon, promised restoration activities have barely begun. In this section we argue that the difficulties in conceptualizing, funding, and actually constructing restoration projects at the Sea are not only a result of budget constraints and neoliberal austerity, but also tied to ongoing debates and ambiguities about what restoration means in a postnatural landscape (Robbins 2014; Collard et al 2015; Mansfield et al 2015) .
A primary barrier to restoration has been the daunting cost of reengineering a landscape of the Salton Sea's scale. A 2006 California water bond had allocated $54 million for Salton Sea restoration. However, a year later, an estimate for the Sea's comprehensive restoration cost came in at a whopping $8.9 billion (PEIR 2007). This funding demand arrived at an inopportune time.
As California's share of the US housing bubble began to deflate in the mid-2000s (Bardhan and Walker 2011) , and the financial system as a whole collapsed in 2008, California unsurprisingly faced a deep state budget crisis. As the state recovered (under ongoing austerity), funding for the Salton Sea failed to solidify, as the state considered and rejected a series of restoration plans and reshuffled formal authority for managing the Sea and its rehabilitation.
In the face of fifteen years of delays and inaction from the state, actors involved in management of the Salton Sea, including landowners, irrigation district board members, developers, and government agency employees, have grown increasingly frustrated -especially as the IID has reached the end of QSA-required mitigation water (supplied to the Sea until 2018, it has until now somewhat postponed the Sea's ecological decline). For years, regional actors unsuccessfully pushed the state government to become more active in Salton Sea management, arguing that since the state had pressed for water transfers and promised restoration in the negotiation of the QSA, it has a legal responsibility to handle related damages. However, as a state government agency employee described in an interview:
There's been a lot of time and money spent on planning and very little done on the ground. They face a serious problem down there… There was an expectation by the locals for many years that the state was just going to come in on a white horse and just solve the problem. Just spend whatever it takes to make it happen. The legislature has demonstrated that it's not willing to just spend anything to resolve the issues at the Sea.
Belatedly, some state restoration funding has begun to materialize, alongside a new wildlife that depend on the Salton Sea" along with protection of air and water quality. These requirements are vague, strategically so. For example, the language of restoring habitat for 'historic levels' of fish and wildlife does not specify a point in history, leaving the baseline for restoration ambiguous -a major issue in a historically shifting, non-equilibrium ecosystem.
What should the Salton Sea be restored to? Moreover, the requirements raise debates about how to allocate responsibility -how to measure, and how to formally separate out liability -for the further deterioration of an ecosystem already declining before the QSA water transfer occurred.
This vague mandate has been interpreted to license to various "versions" of a future restored Sea (see Mansfield et al. 2015) . Proposals have included Promethean visions, such as recurring proposals for transnational pipelines to pump seawater from the Sea of Cortez into the basin. Since the late 2000s, entrepreneurs -and, critically, regional government entities like the IIDhave proposed a series of entrepreneurial schemes and public-private partnerships that claim to be able to make the Salton Sea's restoration pay for itself. These actors have sought to define the Sea as a frontier for resource discovery and accumulation -and to advance versions of a "restored" Sea that meet the needs of these projects. As a local developer explained in an interview:
There's a contingent of us in the private sector, renewable energy folks, real estate development folks, even environmental folks, who believe that we locally can take control of the Sea, invest in the Sea, and if we can do a paradigm shift to start looking at the Sea as an economic resource, we can probably figure out how to fund it. Fund the restoration effort without reliance, without significant reliance for the majority of that funding on the government.
These public-private proposals have at times been overtly problematic. For example, regional governments both south and north of the Salton Sea have recurrently chased the possibility of new lakeside real estate development as a way of paying for restoration. The logic is that if the Sea is restored, land values along the shore will appreciate radically, and some of the putative profits of this potential growth can be diverted back toward restoration activities -a seemingly virtuous cycle of public benefit and private gain. One such scheme proposed to pioneer "natural resource tax increment financing" (Cunningham 2016 ), an adaptation of "self-financing" practices in urban redevelopment (Weber 2002) . Many in and beyond the region have critiqued these real estate proposals as unsustainable and unrealistic. Not only do they inherit a long history of failed real estate development at the Sea, their success requires the alignment of multiple uncertain conditions. Tying restoration to land value speculation introduces serious risks that both the development and the restoration could fail. Based on this critique and others, such proposals are currently foundering amid legal challenges.
Desert California's renewable energy boom
Renewable energy development represents a more feasible entrepreneurial project linked to Salton Sea restoration. More broadly, new development politics are currently sweeping desert California as the region transforms into a globally significant center of renewable energy development. As a surge of large-scale solar projects transform places like the Imperial Valley (and sparks fresh political conflicts), local politicians have seen a unique opportunity to fund Salton Sea restoration -and to leverage a new claim upon a state that they argue has sacrificed and abandoned the region. The IID and its regional partners 7 have argued that prioritizing large sections of newly exposed Salton Sea playa for renewable energy projects, especially geothermal power, is key to funding habitat construction and hazard reduction elsewhere at the Sea. Even as the State of California seeks belatedly to assemble more conventional restoration funding, political backers have continued to push this development agenda.
To contextualize these efforts, in the mid-2000s, California entered a new era in its efforts to develop utility-scale alternatives to fossil and nuclear power. The state has for decades been a global leader in renewable energy, with roots in its 1960s-1970s environmental counterculture (Knuth 2018 (Hernandez et al. 2015) .
Value calculations and vulnerability in Salton Sea geothermal development
In 2015, the IID and partners released the Salton Sea Restoration and Renewable Energy Initiative (SSRREI), a novel proposal to not only restore the Salton Sea, but also to fund that restoration. The IID's plan makes a major case for geothermal, a renewable energy resource that they and other supporters argue has been given short shrift in the recent wave of US solar and wind development. The Imperial Valley has six of the state's twenty-five Known Geothermal
Resource Areas (KGRAs), including a major area around the Salton Sea, most of it still currently underwater 8 (Gagne et al. 2015; Haase 2016) . The IID's plan envisions a "restored" Salton Sea reengineered into a hub of renewable energy resource development -but simultaneously frames this development as a fix for other restoration challenges (Gagne al. 2015; IID 2015) .
Making a bid for accumulation by degradation (Johnson 2010) , the SSRREI reframes the lake's shrinking size as an unexpected windfall. If the receding lake exposes 30,000 acres of playa between 2020 and 2030, 11,000 of those acres are likely to be within the Salton Sea KGRA -thus newly open for production. Moreover, the infrastructure of geothermal plants would itself cover some of the playa exposed by the Sea's recession, reducing health-damaging dust emissions and leaving room for adjacent habitat construction. In an indication that this plan has serious traction, the Sea's most recent comprehensive plan retains space and access corridors for this geothermal development (James 2017) . Besides geothermal energy, the SSREI also considers green energy-industrial development such as solar photovoltaic and solar thermal siting on the lakebed, algal biomass production for biofuels, and lithium extraction from geothermal brines.
The IID argues that although its geothermal plan still requires upfront investment from public authorities, it will eventually transition into an income-generating venture, recouping money invested and then producing revenue for the government and its private partners. On top of requested allocations from the State of California's massive drought-era water bond (Proposition 1) and climate cap-and-trade revenue (SB 535, which requires investment in disadvantaged communities), the IID's financing plan asks for a $1 billion direct upfront investment from the state, as an equity stake in a public-private partnership with the IID, Imperial County, and private renewable energy companies (IID 2015) . The state would thus directly stand to benefit from exploiting its geothermal resources, provided it directed a portion of the profits to the Sea's restoration. The IID suggests an additional $1 billion of this self-financing from thirty-year revenue bonds, paying for upfront development and restoration costs out of revenue collected from geothermal leases. Besides direct investment, lease income, and taxable profits, the IID has scoured its prospective renewables landscape for other potential revenue streams. Notably, it proposed a surcharge on local geothermal specifically tagged for restoration activities. As a local developer explained in an interview:
The objective is that, and this is always going to be a fight, with the private sector, with producers of the energy, is that you just take a little bit of that margin, that profit that you make on a kilowatt hour… just give us one percent of your per kilowatt hour price, and allow that to go into funding additional improvements to restore the Sea. And…that actually becomes a lot of money.
At the time of this writing, entrepreneurial geothermal companies had already taken interest in these plans. 9 However, the economic feasibility of the IID's geothermal-for-restoration plan is under question. The National Renewable Energy Lab's 2015 evaluation notes that renewable energy may not be as profitable for the region as the IID's projections indicate. NREL estimates $1.5 billion of potential revenue -as opposed to the $4.1 billion projected by the IID's own feasibility study (Gagne et al. 2015) . According to the NREL report, charging a special restoration fee to funnel money to the Salton Sea may simply deter the development of local geothermal plants.
The plan to save the region's air and birds by generating restoration funding via geothermal development thus hinges on a critical-and contested-calculation of value. The success of the geothermal-for-restoration plan is by no means guaranteed. This introduces an element of speculative vulnerability that puts the health of the already-vulnerable residents of the region at risk.
Putting the Salton Sea to work: Deflected development in a green economy
Proposals for restoration-linked renewable energy development at the Salton Sea are particularly significant because they highlight novel ways that the Sea's crisis, and its status as a postnatural space, are being made to do work both in and beyond desert California. Here, we follow political ecologists who call for scholarship examining the impacts and agendas of postnatural politics (e.g. Mansfield et al 2015; Collard et al 2015) . In this section we describe how the Salton Sea's crisis-the looming threats to air quality and wildlife habitat-have been leveraged by various actors to support their agendas. First, the Sea's plight is being leveraged by Imperial Valley farmer-activists in their long-running struggle to maintain the valley's future, historically linked to irrigated agriculture and now facing new threats in a land rush on renewable energy sites.
Second, the debates over restoration at the Salton Sea have significance for the shape of a green energy economy in and beyond California, as politicians reference the decline of the Sea to justify a more generally transformed energy development calculus.
On a local scale, the Imperial Valley's efforts to defend its historical water rights have used the Salton Sea as a political bargaining chip. These efforts, present in the IID's original negotiations around the QSA, have been given new fuel by the State of California's failure to secure promised restoration funds for the Salton Sea. In 2014, the IID petitioned the State Water
Resources Control Board, arguing that if the state continued to renege on its promised restoration funding, the IID would be within its rights to halt water transfers to coastal cities (IID 2014; Roth 2015) . At the same time, California's deep drought in the 2010s made these hardball water politics increasingly risky for the IID. The drought saw a wave of regulatory crackdowns on water overexploitation that were previously thought politically untenable, including urban water conservation requirements, forced fallowing of farmland across the state, and new regulation of groundwater extraction -causing some to question anew agriculture's large share of California's water (Nicholls 2015) . These disruptions to the political status quo presage further intensification of California water conflicts under climate change conditions (Hayhoe et al. 2004) .
A renewables land rush and the politics of the pristine
On a regional scale, the Salton Sea has played a role in broader struggles around green energy and green development. California's late 2000s surge in large-scale renewable energy (Bridge et al. 2013; Mulvaney 2013; Huber and McCarthy 2017 The geothermal-for-restoration plan thus seeks to make use of the Sea's postnatural status and its crisis in several ways. First, the IID has discursively deployed the Salton Sea's urgent restoration needs in appeals for broader shifts to California's renewable energy policy. In response to the plan's questionable economic feasibility, the IID has ramped up its advocacy with the State of California: if geothermal is not sufficiently profitable to save the Salton Sea, perhaps the state should make geothermal more profitable via targeted subsidies. This regulatory transformation is arguably necessary for geothermal to compete with other renewable energy sources; more pointedly, it is required for the IID's speculation on geothermal profits to pencil out. While justifying their geothermal advocacy with gestures toward the general good, local politicians have consistently leaned on the Sea's crisis as a call for the state to reform its renewables policy.
Second, the plan implicitly positions the Sea as a space that can be imagined as empty and conflict-free, making it an important substitute for both federal lands withdrawn from development and heavily contested private lands. In doing so, the plan leverages the Sea's degradation in order to "deflect development" away from better-defended terrain, echoing
Hecht's concept of "sacrifice zones" (Hecht 2005 ), which we discuss in more depth in the conclusion.
Conclusion
In this paper, we have used the details of a particular regional political ecological case to provide a window into uses and abuses that ecomodernist, postnatural environmentalism can sustain in application. As Mansfield and Doyle (2017) suggest, this type of critical examination is a key task in a time when widespread adoption of the idea of the Anthropocene risks pushing more and more of the world into relativist ethical evaluations and utilitarian, overtly anthropocentric treatment. As we evaluate the case of the Salton Sea (and the region in which the Sea is materially and politically embedded) for broader lessons, situated evaluative judgments, and possibilities, we suggest a few initial takeaways.
We argue that this case illustrates several limitations of postnatural environmentalism. Despite the influence of postnaturalism and ecomodernism within conservation and restoration communities, this is no universal, and certainly no universally beneficial, shift. Instead, this exploration demonstrates concrete ways that geographic difference and unevenness continue to matter within environmental politics on the ground. As we demonstrate, the Salton Sea's particular context and history matter: for example, the lake's exclusion from regulatory protections and inability to claim a clear historical baseline for restoration have certainly freed its managers to dream big and creatively in their ecological design and engineering visions. Indeed, many of the experiments surveyed here would be impossible in an environment more firmly ring-fenced with statutory protections. At the same time, the Salton Sea has suffered from this "freedom" and relativism: in its gradual degradation; in its particular vulnerability to neoliberal austerity as it became a problem case for the state; in the speculative opportunism of many green capitalist schemes to "save" it.
Indeed, we suggest that postnatural management is a key vector of "sacrifice" at and of the Salton Sea. Although Mansfield et al. (2015) caution that we must not simply assume that all such anthropogenic landscapes are by-definition sacrifice zones, the concept speaks to the Salton Sea's experience on multiple levels. This assertion holds true for both Hecht's (2005) sense of deflected development and, often, the more pointed formulations of place/population disposability and environmental racism advanced by environmental justice scholars after Bullard (1990) (e.g., Klein 2014) . In this latter sense, Imperial Valley agriculture historically rendered the Salton Sea an ecological sacrifice zone by dumping its wastes in the system for a century (Voyles 2017) . Moreover, Imperial Valley farmers and water managers invoke another -if more questionable -form of alleged sacrifice in the US West, as they combat pressures to cede settler colonial property rights to distant urban entities (McCarthy 2002; Walker 2003) . These perceived takings include water transfers like the QSA as well as renewable energy development, fought by some as an intrusive land grab for faraway power users (Brooks 2016) . More worryingly still, we have emphasized how aptly Bullard's more classic environmental injustice conception fits here:
in the final calculus, the lake's degradation will have markedly uneven consequences and stakes.
If projects to save the Sea fail, the Imperial Valley's majority-poor and Latino human inhabitants will be on the front line of the impending public health hazards (Voyles 2017; Cohen 2014) .
Following Hecht's (2005) sense of sacrifice zones further is equally enlightening. Hecht describes a case of anthropogenic landscapes placed into relation with Amazon conservation mandates and subjected to intensified agricultural production and environmental degradation in order to, in theory, "spare" the protected system (Brannstrom 2009; Oliveira and Hecht 2016) .
The Salton Sea's anthropogenic landscape is somewhat different, as is the type of capitalist intensification, supposedly non-extractive industrialization, proposed for it. Assessed as a local land use, there is nothing inherently degraded or degrading in IID's imaginary of a new second nature of green energy-industrial production and constructed habitat at the Salton Sea.
Nevertheless, this postnatural treatment is critically defined by the Sea's statutory non-protection and subordination to better-defended spaces, which include both "pristine" landscapes (desert areas protected by conservation assemblages and statutes) and alternate "disturbed" landscapes (farmland defended by agro-industrial interests).
This case also illustrates the ways in which ideas like the postnatural are taking a central role in the re(e)valuation of resources for green economic development, including the remaking of statewide energy policy. Exploring the role of large-scale renewable energy development as a leading face of that transformation illustrates the interplay between state and regional government and private development in what can be viewed as a resource grab (e.g., Fairhead et al. 2012) . Public and private interests are coming together to push forward green capitalist proposals that are technofuturist in outlook, accumulation-minded (while also state-sponsored, furthering accumulation for both private and public purpose), and overtly willing to engage in manipulation of environmental framings and categorizations in support of their projects. The valuation process includes redefining and reclassifying harms and goods and enclosing previously elusive spaces, with material impacts on the fish, birds, and humans who have previously relied upon the waste(d) commons (Cantor 2017) . In this light, the relativity of the postnatural can be viewed as simply one conceptual tool being put to work in a broader project of shifting resource valuation.
While we have discussed how the postnatural can be put to work in the justification of green capitalist development, the Desert Renewable Energy Conservation Plan conversely 
